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William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Mail Stop 1170
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton: /

Re: CC Docket No. 93-16l. cP~ 93-951) - Local Exchange Carriers' Rates, Terms, and
Conditions for Expanded Interconnection for Special Access

On behalf of Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell, please find enclosed an original and six
copies of their "Motion To Extend Time To File Direct Cases And To File Rebuttals" in the
above proceeding.

Please stamp and return the provided copy to confirm your receipt. Please contact me
should you have any questions or require additional information concerning this marter.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
~
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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 'JUL '2 9 \993

In the Matter of

Local Exchange Carriers' Rates,
Terms, and Conditions for
Expanded Interconnection for
Special Access

DA 93-951
CC Docket No. 93-162---- /

MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE DIRECT CASES
AND TO FILE REBUTTALS

Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell, pursuant to

Section 1.46(c) of the Commission's Rules,l respectfully

request a 32 day extension of time for filing our direct

cases. The Common Carrier Bureau's Order Designating Issues

For Investigation ("Order") released July 23, 1993, requires

local exchange carriers to file their direct cases on

August 13, 1993. With a 32 day extension, direct cases

would be due on September 14, 1993. In addition, Pacific

Bell and Nevada Bell request an extension to file rebuttals

30 days after oppositions or comments are due. The Order

provides 10 days. In support of these requests, Pacific

Bell and Nevada Bell state the following.

The Order designates 16 issues, with numerous

subissues, for investigation, and almost all these issues



Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell. Issue A, alone, requires

extensive data and explanations concerning rate levels. In

order to provide the Tariff Review Plan which is required

for this issue, we will have to breakdown our cost data by

rate functions that in many cases vary significantly from

the rate elements that we originally filed. Changing to the

Bureau's detailed 34-page format, which covers 14 functions

with 56 items for each filed rate element for each function,

will be an enormous task. Moreover, many of Pacific Bell's

rate elements vary for each of the 52 central offices that

we tariffed for physical collocation. Thus, in some cases,

we most likely will need to perform a separate analysis for

each separate office for a function.

In addition, the Order requires that we convert

our spreadsheets to LOTUS 1-2-3. This will take a

significant amount of time because Pacific Bell did costing

work using Macintosh Excel software which is not compatible

with LOTUS 1-2-3 software. Moreover, a significant amount

of time is likely to be required to ensure compliance with

the Order's requirements that "the sum of the partitioned

unit costs must equal the unit cost of the filed,

unpartitioned rate element, and the sum of the illustrative

partitioned rates must equal the rate for the filed,

unpartitioned rate element."2

2 Order, para. 17.
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By itself, the amount of work involved in

preparing our direct cases makes the current amount of time

allowed for our direct cases inadequate and warrants the

extension of time that we request. In addition, the

knowledge needed to prepare our direct cases resides in a

limited number of key personnel who are involved

simultaneously in other Commission and state proceedings

that require their expertise for filings that are due during

August. Certain of these personnel will be working on the

report due August 12, 1993, in CC Docket 85-166. 3 Certain

of these personnel also will be extensively involved with

the California Public utilities Commission's (IICPUC'SIl)

rulemaking concerning open access and network architecture.

The CPUC has placed this matter on its agenda for

August 4, 1993, at which time it intends to consider an

order proposing expanded interconnection and switched

transport competition.

Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell also request an

extension of time to file our rebuttals to oppositions to,

or comments on, our direct cases. Given the large number of

issues being investigated and the extensive data that we

will file, we anticipate that numerous parties will file

expansive oppositions or comments, to which we will need to

respond. That this will be the case is evidenced by the

3 Investigation of Special Access Tariffs of Local Exchange
Carriers, CC Docket No. 85-166, Phase II Part I and Phase III
Part I, Memorandum Opinion And Order, released July 12, 1993.
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earlier filings in this proceeding. Petitions to reject LEC

tariffs were filed by nine parties, and some of the

petitions were voluminous. The number of petitioners in

this proceeding is greater than the number usually involved

in a tariff proceeding. The current 10 days allowed for

rebuttals is inadequate for a proceeding of this magnitude,

and the 30 days which we request is reasonable. Adjusting

the pleading cycle as we request will provide a balanced and

fair structure. The current schedule allows parties 28 ..7  Tm51.5j
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direct cases until September 14, 1993 and to file rebuttals

30 days after oppositions or comments are due.

Respectfully submitted,

PACIFIC BELL
NEVADA BELL

140 New Montgomery St., Rm. 1522-A
San Francisco, California 94105
(415) 542-7661

JAMES L. WURTZ

1275 pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20004
(202) 383-6472

Their Attorneys

Date: July 29, 1993
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C.
'JUl 29 1993

In the Matter of

Local Exchange Carriers' Rates,
Terms, and Conditions for
Expanded Interconnection for
Special Access

)
)
)
)
)
)

----------------)

DA 93-951
CC Docket No. 93-162

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO EXTEND TIME

For good cause shown, Pacific Bell's and Nevada

Bell's Motion for an Extension of Time to File DirectM o m s i c
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Certificate of Service

I, Denice Harris, on behalf of pacific Bell, do hereby certify
that I caused a copy of its foregoing "Motion To Extend Time To
File Direct Cases And To File Rebuttals" in connection with
CC Docket No. 93-162, to be served to the parties indicated on
the attached Service List by United States mail, postage
prepaid, on this 29th day of July, 1993.

s:::
Denice Harris

Pacific Telesis Group-washington
1275 pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 400

Washington, D.C. 20004



SERVICE LIST
93-162

Kathleen B. Levitz, Acting Chief *
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 500
Washington, DC 20554

Gregory Vogt, Chief *
Tariff Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

International Transcription
Service *
1919 M Street, NW, Room 246
Washington, DC 20554

Robert C. Atkinson
Senior Vice President
Regulatory & External Affairs
Teleport Communications Group
1 Teleport Drive, Suite 301
Staten Island, NY 10311

Joseph W. Miller
Suite 3600
P.O. Box 2400
One Williams Center
Tulsa, OK 74102

Heather Burnett Gold
President
Association for Local
Telecommunications Services
Suite 1050
1150 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Andrew D. Lipman
Jonathan E. Canis
Swidler & Berlin
Suite 300
3000 K Street, NW
Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007

* Hand Delivered

Michael F. Hydock
Senior Staff Member
MCI Telecommunications Corp.
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

James S. Blaszak
Francis E. Fletcher, Jr.
Gardner, Carton & Douglas
Suite 900 - East Tower
1301 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

Francine J. Berry
Robert J. McKee
Peter H. Jacoby
AT&T
Room 3244Jl
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Michael L. Glaser
Joseph P. Benkert
K, Harsha Krishnan
Hooper & Kanouff, P.C.
1610 WYnkoop, Suite 200
Denver, CO 80202-1196

Randall B. Lowe
John E. Hoover
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue
1450 G Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005-2088

James B. Gainer
Ann Henkener
Assistant Attorney General
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43266-0573

Leon M. Kestenbaum
Marybeth M. Banks
Suite 1110
1850 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036



Richard M. Sbaratta
Attorney for Bellsouth
Telecommunications, Inc.
Suite 1800
1155 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30367-6000

Mark R. Ortlieb
Attorney for Ameritech
2000 W. Ameritech Center Drive
Room 4H84
Hoffman Estates,
Illinois 60196-1025

Gail L. Polivy
Attorney for GTE Service
Corporation
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

David S. Bence
Attorney for Cincinnati Bell
Telephone Company
Frost & Jacobs
2500 PNC Center
201 East Fifth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Jay C. Keithley
Attorney for
United Telephone Companies
Central Telephone Companies
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20036

Thomas A. Pajda
Attorney for Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company
1010 Pine Street,
Room 2114
St. Louis, Missouri 63101

Edward E. Niehoff
Attorney for New York Telephone
Company and New England Telephone
and Telegraph Company
120 Bloomingdale Road
White Plains, NY 10605

Kathryn Marie Krause
Attorney for US West
Communications, Inc.
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20036

Lawrence Katz
Attorney for The Bell Atlantic
Telephone Companies
1710 H Street, N.W.
8th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006


